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IRAN'S INTEREST BEST SERVED

I? Mossadegh will Submit I+t s

Case Against T he ATIOC T o The

INTERNATIONAL COURT

By DR ABOLBASHAR FARMAN FARMATIAN

STANDARD PANIL

It is signifiocant that the author of the following
article is a Prince of Iran by heritage, and now of
the Columbia University Law School. Like many other
olear-thinking men of his country, he realizes the
great importance of early settlement of the unfor-

tunate oil dispute between his Government and the

Anglo-Iranian 01l Co., and recommends that thelir

respective olaims should be placed in the hands of

the International Court of Justice as the best way
Aut of the diffioult situation, He does not hesitate
to0 speak freely dout the sttitude of both parties for

he believes that neithor oan get what has been demanded,

This is the seo;nd dlsoussion by Dr, Farmalan, and
supplements an artiocle in ;ur November, 1952, issue by
his -~ ‘- brother, Printe Manoucher Farman Farmaian,
former Diroé}or General of the Government's 01l Dept.,

who is now back in Teheran,
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It ir to the Interesi of Iran tc Submii to the Jurisdiction

of the Internatioral Court of Justice, by Dr. Abclbashasr Famanfarma

The gulf that once separated the position of Iran from that of
England in respect to the settlement of the oil dispute, and rendered
futile all endeavoers ma%e by the United States to solve this rather

ST, SR
awxward problengis now %ar more narrow than it has ever been., A
glance at the change of position by Dr, lossadegh, indicated in the
recent statements made by his advisers, deuonstrates this fact.

At the beginning Dr. Mossadegh and his advisers were absolutely
arainst any su-rzestions to settle in the International Ccurt of Justice
the dispute,which has been confined to the amount of damages due the
British as a result of nationalization of the oil industry in Iran.

The Iranians maintained that the Ccurt had nc power to order an
interin measure of protection for the preservation of the status quo
until the Court had decided upon its cwn jurisdiction of the case.

When the Court ruled against the Iranians in this respect, Dr. Nossadegh
and his advisers were gre:tly indignant and made no secret of this fact,
givinz rise to sentiments by the public in Iraﬁ. The visit of Dr.
lossadegh to the United States to defend the case in the United Nations
seens to have had decisive effects upon him. At least it made him |
realize that it was better.for his country toc appear in the Court while
that body was considering its competence te deal with the merits of

the case. The decision of the Court, wiich was against its own juris-
diction, was a new experience to Dr, Lossadegh. ie saw for himself that
legal argurents and not political consiieraticns are the basis for the
Court's decisions. Ile learned [cr the first time that his own speech

in the Court, which was prepared by a staff of political-speech writers

1
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=;‘l&o accoqpanied him from Teheran, was given almost no weight, while the

Loy i

ts of his Belglan couns¥l finally won the day.
é;ne should bear in mind that Dr. Mossadegh had, with the

g!xception of a few months during the twenties, never been in an executive

Kposition to have learned about such nawly created international bodies.

very 1ittle under*tandlnv of intemmational relatlons. He has since
A\ Gadiq ¢
K G Lt # e J&
learned a great deal but, as yet, not encugh. Ilis leern&ngﬁlnfxespeet{
P N l L"‘W’-
3 the International Court of Justice has. nmuﬂﬂqax#&yee%ed him to trust

this international body. i
The uncampfomising position of Dr, Mossadegh, that the dispute

1s one of domestic concern, has been somewhat modified. Recently Dr.
Mossadegh has declared that he would submit to the jurisdiction of the
Court if the British would first announce the maximum sum of damage which
they might claim. The British on the other hand say that the parties
W Qhould submit to the jurisdiction of the Court without reservation., The
differences between these two views are in recality neglirible, if the two
sides could only make use cf a slight measure éfysggée and overcome their
psychological difficulties., In the remainin: paragraphs I shall
endeavor to demonstrate‘ scme of these psychological difficulties and

also that legally speaking the position taken by the parties is in the

last resort almost exactly the same.

The dispute between Iran and Zn;land began when, on Larch 16,
1951, the Parliament of Iran déélared the oil industry nationalized.
This law was applied to the contract between Iran and the Anglo-Iranian
0il Company which was concluded in 1933 for a term of sixty years. The

operations came to a halt and the company was expelled,
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There is no doubt that the Parliament of Iran had the power

to enact the law of March 16 and cancel the concession of 1933, It is

an established principle of law in the civilized nations of the mrld

that a nation, when it deems it necessary, may take over A contracts

granted to private concerns. This principle was fully and completely

recognized and articulated by the United States Supreme Court in the

case of West River Bridge Company v, Dix et al, (47 U.S. 507). But
of course)this power of a nation is limited by the requirement of a . S

Jjust compensation, Iran therefore, by enacting the mentioned law, has

not committed an international delinquency. 1t is however required by
law to make compensation for the rights of the British company, Thel

dispute is now upon the formula by which the sum of the damages will

be computed.

There is no hard and fast rule concerning such a-ionmula. , o
A great deal depends upon the discretion of the deciding tribunals, and
also upon the peculiarities of the particular case under consideration.
The uncertainty inherent in the case between Iran and England seems to
be the most decisive factor in keeping the pariies apart. A brief
examination of the similar disputes which have been settled be?dre will
explain the adarient position of the‘ibvernment of Dr. liossadegh, which
is also perplexed by fear and distrust.

There are a nuniber of cases in which an international tribunal
has been asked tc decide upon a dispute bLetween a‘ﬁovernment and an
alien, in wiich the abrogation of a concession granted by the'ﬁovernment
to that alien have been the basis of the litipgated clain,

The formula employed by the intermational tribunals to solve

such problems has two different parts, First they compute the expenses

3
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suffered By the’bﬁntractor or the damages sustained, and secondly they
'addftogitithe profits which he would have made if the contract had not
been interfered with, The first item is usually easy in computation.

The principle of fair investment will provide a basis. Tt is in
connection with the second part that the tribunals encounter difficulties.
No one can really say what wculd have been Lhe profits of a contracter
who has been prevented from perforﬁing. It is a process of ruesswork,
= The Courts usually take as a Lasis the average yourly profits of the
contractor during the years in which he perfomed and multiply it by
the years remaining from the tems of ihe contract.' for example, if a

contractor was to cut a certain arount of trees and pay certain

royalties, as the case was in the Estate of Dr. Cheek (U.5. v. Siam),

. Bt lowlyator _
the tribunal may say that BaeEheek had made a certain amcunt of yearly

profits and in the natural ccurse of events he could have continued in

the same fashion, It ,therefcre, awarded Dr. Check the rrefits which he
presumnably would have made, and thic basis was the average of his yearly
profits during the ycars of performance,
The rule of damazes sustzined plus the prefits leost 1s applicable ;
to the case of Iran and inpland, The [irst itan, that‘is;;damagqé

whoudd Fe

sustained by the Company, Ez easy to compute., Iran has on different

cccasions indicated that it is ready ic pay this part. The difficulties

arise when the second iter, the future rrofits, are to le calculaled,
The company operated from 1937 to 1850. The follewin:: tzble will show

an average of the annual prcfits:

Year Profits in Pounds
1933 ’ & 4,199,000
1943 15,300,000
1948 52,700,000
Tctal, 3 years 70,159,000
Average 23,399,000

4
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This average multiplied by 42, the number of years remaining for
the concession, would make almost one billion pougg;:Lb? 2.6 billion
dollars. Such an astronomical figure is surely beyond the reaches of the
power of Iran and explains the adament posiﬁion ¢l Dr. lossadegh., Adding
to this figure the capital investment and the interest, one cannot help
but sympathize with the uncompromising position taken by the Iranians
in connection with submitting to the Jurisdiction of the Court without
reservation. If the true sums due the British were as large as these
the Iranians would fcrever remain in debt.

The truth, however, is different. There are certain mitigating

factors which Iranians scem not to have considered with care or subnitted

to learned counsels or authorities in the field of international law,
These mitigating factors, the writer nairtains, may reduce the above

sum to a manageable amount.

II

It is tc the mitigating factors involved in the particular case
of Iran and England that this secticn shall be devoted,

1. At the first glance one may easily disniss the "average" .
sjstan discussed abeve, In the exarple given and in all of the analogeous
cases in which the averape system has been employed, the decidiéng trlbunil
was acting years after the terms of the contract had expired and thus
could look back and calculate the conditions of the business 1nvolved
in the contract. The case of Iran, however, is very different, The
future profits of the company during the foriy years from now are to

be calculated. No one is certain about the ups and downs that the oil

tusiness will have to suffer in such a long pericd in the future, Taking

only one controlling facter out of many involved in deciding the prefits

5
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of the company, the point will be clearer.
The contract cf 1933 was concluded between the parties when
9" U By )8 — GtL\-*LV)
0il in the Gulf of liexico was no nore than a few cents per barvéiz) Today
~
it is nearly three dollars. In 1933 nost cf the oil corpanies lost
money and not until the war did they recovered thelr previous conditicns.
War caused a rise in prices unprecedented and also in profils. Viar
certainly was an unusual event, and no cne can say what events will
d.gu\.h—:«’
increase or decrease the price cf oil zk the ferty years to come. This
uncertainty in the business is cne c¢f the most decisive factors in
rendering the average system entirely unjust and inarplicatle, T¥ho
can say whether oil within ten years wculd not be obsolete as a sourse
of power in the light of atonic disccveries?
When a court is faced vith so great a possitility of fluctuation

decisive factor

T

it will not consider the conditions i’ Lhe pasi as ih
in calculating future profits.

2. It is an estsblished pronciplc of law that fviure rrefits for

1

the breach cf contract should te reasonatle and alsc should hove been

within the conterplation of the parties wien the centract was cencluded.

is fc» this doctrine,

The English case cf Hadley v. Taxerdale is the hasls

N

¥Now the cuesticn is whether such prcfits as :ale in the var and postwar
years were within the contemplaticn of the partlcs in 1035, The
answer is cbvicusly to the nepative and Iranians have solid grcund to
prove their point,

. In 1533 and years thereafter thwe prcfits «f ihe coupany were
small; the rise came during the latter years cf the war. No prephetical
soul in 1933 could have possitly inagined sich unusual rises in demand

for oil., The bargain in 1832 seened sc precaricus Lo Lhe fritle.n corpany

O
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that it demanded and finally obtained a condition in the concess

the parties.

12- After the war the dispropcrticnate profits of the company and

the negligible share of the Iranians caused some concern among the of?icialé
in charge. Protracted negotiations between Iran and the Comp ‘ "
produced results. ‘
unusual and a supplemental agreement was concluded which considerably%
increased the share for Iran, This agreement failed to be ratified
the parliament of Iran in 1949, The temms of this agreement, even thgﬁghh .
unratified, show that such fabulcus profits were not in the ccntempla;ionwr:.

of the parties, and the ccncession would have been different if the

Iranians had thought of these unusual rises in prices.

C. During and at the conclusion of the war American companies
became interested in the oil ol the lNear East and, ccncluded a mumber of
concessions for exploitation and construction of refineries. Since 1949

all of these contracts wepe arranged on a S0-50 basis, while the shar

of Iran in the 1937 concession was far below that. The more favorablé
terms given by the Americans to the countries bordering Iran and undef
the same circumstances is an indication that in 1923 neither side could
have possibly foreseen what changes were to happen in the business; aéd
by the same tcken neither side could contemplate such profits as are gow
being made. The offer by the Anglo-Iranian 0il Company to share the :
profits with Iran on the basis of 50-50 from 1950 is another evidence .of

extremely unusual and urexpected profits,

7
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The factors mentioned all show that the future profits as
calculated on an average basis have not, or indeed could not have
been within the contemplation of the parties and surely will not be

allowed if the case is submitted to the International Court of Justice.

5. It is important to inquire whether the Anglo-Iranian 0il

Compamse has actually suffered losses and to what extent. In an

e Uk )“‘k“) 1T e “' Sl vl terat mn
advertisement eé-uay—zsa—iQS3-tﬁ-%§f»kew—¥epk Times the Anglo-Iranian

Oil Company gave the following figures for its profits of the year

: 1951 and 1952
= 1952 (in Pounds) 1951

Gross Trading Profits- 59,553,678 71,377,882
Profits before U.K, --47,061,638 52,217,016
i Taxation - - - ~
' Net profits after .-~ R5,165,966 R4 ,233,050
Taxes - .- - -

These figures after the loss of Iran's oil are by nc means
comparable with the years preceding 1945. In 1943 the Company's profits
were only k12,300,000, with Iran's oil in full operation, The Company,
thereforg.has not actually suffered losses as rreat as it may in the
first glance aprear. True, tney nc longer o and centrel o vast .. « wo

13 » - . s ;‘ 1“‘ ‘-‘/t
reservoir of dl and a girantic rellnerﬁ? tut they operate im full force
and without much actual loss, It may be Just [cr the company tc claim
the price of the installrents in iran, tut nc futore profits, because

:rlg CO /hJJ'li} P
there was no actunal loss of thar. Bwa cariol arpue that if iran's
operations had been kept cpen the profits from thes would have teen
added to those quoted for 1952. There is ornly a certain amount of
market open to the Anclo-Iranian 0il Compr®y in its conpetition with

other major oill corparies, If the 4 I 0 € could shew that such markets

or opportunities were lost, then it cculd clairn donage tc that extent.
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Otherwise it would be highly speculative to imagine a limitless market
in a vacuum and award damages based upon such an imaginary circumstance,

q¢éf Accy;diyv tc the t%}“i/Of h% 1”53 ccnce351on, the AT OC
(‘f - -"- ) e PR o ' 4" »,f (‘ N e

e UL :
is bound f6’§§§aif;lréﬁ\60p of lto net pro;lts from 1ts assets located

outside of Iran and fram the operation of its subsidiaries. What
exactly these assets are has nct been decided, But the potentialities
are very great. [or example, the Company owns the largest fleet of
tankers in the world; it owns and controls encugh oil fields in the
Near East that they enabled it to meet its obligations without the oil
of Iran, It is certain that Iran had a right to 20% of the net profits
derived from these vast assets. After nationalization Iranians mawe€Tk
tedeer over the assets located inside of Iran,but have not been able to
do anything concerning the above-menticned outside asscli. The A IO C
cn the other hand had always endeavored to separate its assets outside
of Iran from those inside cf it, The concession always prevented the
efforts to bear fruit. The naticnalization by Iran provided the best and
the nost legitirate excuse to materialize this long: delayed separation,
The title of Iran to 203 net profits made by the Company for its
extra-Iranian assels will in a court of justice rive Iranians oppoertunity
to argue in two different lines. First that they?;;;—entitled to
receive 207 of the assets themselves if a separation is inevitable.
Secondly that they =re entltled to 20% of all future prefits to be made bYom.\
ot of Iran assets until the tengination of the concession in 1993,
If Iranians continue as they are they will never recover any
part of these vast assets outside of Iran., BRut if they submit to the
Jurisdiction ¢f the Internaticnal Court of Justice they al least will

cet a chance of estatlishing their risht. to a geod portion of these

w0
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assets and‘theréby mitigate or reduce the damages due the Company.

5. According to the terms of the concession, the title to
all the holdings of the Company in Iran will shift to Iran at the
termmination of the contract; Now the Company claims the price of all
these installations, which may run up to half a Sillion dellars,
Iran has agreed to pay for the price of the installations when a
settlement is reached., This is an act of sheer foolishness on the
part of Iran. If all the assets located in Iran were to belong to
that country at the termination of the concession, one can argue that
the Company, however in full control of them, cannot in law and equity

claim a complete ownership. It is an ownership or fee in tems of years.

The control of the Company is surely limited by the right of Iran to

eventually own the whole of the asseis. The Company in 1358 was

entitled to the use of these assets for [orty-twe years only. This

limitation is a very important factor in evaluating the assets of the
Company inside of Iran.

A court of justice is the only resort in which such theories

can be advanced and would receive full consideration, Tor exanple,

Iranians could have stopped the company from transporting out of Iran

a portion of these installations. It would have been a waste to the
detriment of Iran, The International Court of Justlce id the only
tribunal in which Iranians can estabhlish such rights, otherwise they
will be paying undie sunms.

One may go on and mention other factors wnich will have

decisive effect upon reducing the damaces due the Company, But the

lepal advisers of Dr. lMossadegh's fbvern1ent sear to have been entirely

unaware of them, They have only considered the possibility of the

10
Approved For Release 1999/09/10 : CIA-RDP83-00423R000701130001-8




Approved For Release 1999/09/10 : CIA-RDP83-00423R000701130001-8

[

Court's awarding the Company an astronomical figure for future profits.
pr ey '
They therefore‘;efusedto submit to the jurisdiction of the Court. The

he legal advisers of Dr. Mossadegh is sometimes

;isﬁ/ a;ﬁqefgi&gg They have not even made a study of the principles
governing the nationalizatlon of industries in the Western nations.
They are satisfied with superficial and general conceptions without
analyzing the details and understanding the delicacies of law.

For example from the very beginning the supporters of the
nationalization rovement have been holding the amazing falacy that thé
Mexican Government has been able to ﬁanage the nationalization, and :
they concluded that Iran conld ;ollot\sult Yo cne in Tran has as yet
taken the trouble of making a 2;;££)study of the llexican case, and stlll
the Govermment sends its counsels to lexico for getting advice. For
those who have studied the lexican case it is but too clear that legally
speaking the dispute between Iran and England has absolutely nothing in
common with the nationalization of the oil industry in Mexico and the
ensuing dispute with the United States. The utter illiteracy of the law
denonstrated on the part of the Govermnment of Iran is the most tragic
factor in this international dispute, which may well give rise to theyA
control by the Communists of Iran.

The British on the other hand are aware of the law and have had
a long tradition of litigation in internaticnal tribunals and also have
‘made particular study of nationalization laws. They are quite sure that
if the International Court of Justice takes jurisdiction of the case
the award of damages will surely be for less than what one may surmise
at first glance. Bearing this in mind, if lhere was a genuine desire on
the side of the British tc settle the dispute, they conld have reduced

their claim for damages at least to the extent that the Court would have
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done if it considered the dispute. In this way they would give an
assurance to the Iranians, who would then submit to the jurisdiction of
the Court.
- There is an Arabic maxim that men hate and fear what they do not
know or do not‘understand. This is true at least in the case of Iranlans.
They hate and fear international tribunals because they do not under-
stand them., Their adamant position stems from their sheer im3dderacy %ywvx~n&*
of the law and lack of trust in the court. There is no malice in it.
The uncompromising position of the British, however, is a calculated

one, with full knowledge‘pf its dangerous and destructive consequences.

Dr. Kossadegh has declared that he would submit to the Inter-
national Court of Justice if the British first set the maximum sum which

they shall claim in the Court. This Dr. lossadegh dces for two reasons.

First to reduce the astronomical figure of future profits. Secondly

to guard against a possible fall of his;ﬁ%vernment or his own death.

He is afraid that in elther event the following vaernment may be lacking
in will to continue the fight in the Court, thus subnittin: to the
extraordinary demands of the British Government. Those who are familiar
with the politics in Iran azree that these fears are well founded, and
those who want to see this dispute settled, includine the American
Govermient, must give the necessary assurance to Dr. hossadegh and
remove an explosive mine from the way toward a better understanding in
international relations.

The British Govermment throuch its lepal wdviscrs could easily
calculate the approximate sum which the Court might award 1f the dispute
was submitted to its jurisdiction, This sum, accerdins tc thie abeove

discussion, will be necessarily considerably less than the astronemical

12
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figure which has made Iranians extremely cautious. Then, basing upon‘

this calculated sum, it is pessible to bring the Government of Iran in

b

line and submit the whole cése to the Court. The demand by the

Government of Dr, Mossadegh that a sum bévset out as the maximum claim

of the British Government‘is not therefore altogether out of line with

reason and the latter should be able to see the points involved in it.
Now the reasons why the British Government refuses to comply

with this wish of the Government cof Iran, although it by no means

touches upon the substance of the claim,ﬁinvglve as much psychological

and petty politics as there are indicatiEggggfjﬁiiiteracy in the position

of the Government of Iran, It is now proper to consider scme of these

political and psychological reasons which have kept the parties separate.

I1I :
1. In 1912 when the British Govermment put up 12,000,000 and
bought a controlling share of the A I G C, with the exception oféEa.VVC“Jk‘*‘
Churchill, then the First Lord of the Admiralty, not a single man of
influence thouzht the project to ke of any political or econcomic use,

(o S WiriAen Chaadtdd ]
kr, Churchll%Lpanaﬂed to get his way, and the events proved him to be

right. The undertaking florished into a worldwide organizaticn and

returned to the British Government hundreds of times more that it had

invested, The Conpany concluded long tem contracts with the Admiralty

for its supply of oil at a price far below market, thereby assuring to
it both a steady supply and a low price. The British Govermment on the .
other hand saw to it that a friendly person always had the control ofw
polities in dran, and the Company expanded to its present day conditions.

The consciuences of the activities of the Dritish Govermment 1n

13
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- Iran had a»great deal to do with the movement led by Dr. Mossadegh, but
its detalls are beyond the scope of this article. The most important
point to be borne in mind is in connection with the person of &5
Churchill., The Company and its fruitful developments, so far as the
British Govermment is concerned, was the child of his mind. Had it not
been fér hia pree;sure perhaps the Company would not have been what it is.
Now he is called upon to preside over the dissolution of the main part
of the assets of the Company. In other words he is asked to cut into
two pleces the child of his own mind. Such things 4% Churchill has
not done and there is absolu'tely no indication that he would do it
this time.

2. There is one more decisive point that has to do with the
person of Mg Churchill, His attitudes towards Asia have always been
those of strict cclonialism, or rather imperialism. During the thirties

Gyen € Bt
he parted from the Govermment in quignd because of its policy with
respect to India, In his speeches he referred to Gandhi and other
Indians in such terms that humanity will neither forget nor forgive.
During the war when the question of independence for India came up and
Président Roosevelt pressea for it, kr. Churchill opposed all American
suggestions and their correspondence is a typical example c¢f the
idealogies of the two men. Lt

It is too obvious thatvsuch a state of mind as that of 2.
Curchill does not lock favorably upon a nationalistic novement in Iran.
He will do everything to stop or quench it. %nd wihen he is the leader
of the Conservative Farty and in power he égﬁii not pemit the Govermment

of Dr. Mossadegh to prove itself capable of coping with Engzland,

It was rather clear that the dispute with Iran would drag along,

14
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and $g, Churchill made an issue of it during the last elections. He
declared that he knew men like Mossadegh and they should be stopped by
effective resistence, He won the elections, and in democracies winning
an election means a great deal. ﬁv Churchill now apparently has the%’
nation behind him, and he will not compromise, particularly when the
Company can meet its obligations without the oil of Iran. }
3. Besides the personal attitudes there is the prestige of
e Os“:ti?take. The way Mossadegh threw the British subjects out of
Iran was unprecedented. In the history of the British Bupire such

things have not gone unpunished. But in the face of the United Nations

[ ;
England could not have possibly used force. Now if spe gives way to the

demands of Mossadegh ghe will be sweeping the last remnants of the old '54—'**'1

mestige into the oceans.

Now stand h::&nepz;f each otherLIran and England, with a

dispute to keep them apart., As/stated and discussed the
/

attitudes on the side of HEmgiand and utter illiteracyvon the side of Iran

differences between them are negligible, and ;riyfi; rather outmoded i

are adding fuel to a useless fire, What is the way out?
It was said that the fear of Iran from international justice o
is groundless. The only thing is that Dr. Mossadegh should be given
scme assurance that in event of his death or fall the British would not
try to take undue advantage froum the ensuing consequences. The British
on the other hand should ease their stubbornness and face the reality,
that if the case is submitted to the International Court of Justice the
award of damages would be considerably less than what it appears to be,
To materialize the hope of many that the dispute will be settled,

the Government of the United States cdan take the following line of policy.

Approved For Release 1999/09/10 : ClA-RDP83-00423R000701130001-8

i



Approved For Release 1999/09/10 : CIA-RDP83-00423R000701130001-8

First call upon the British Govermment to nete that an nncualified
submission by Iran tc the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice would cause a creat deal of relitical embarassnment. for

Xoss egh but adds nothing to the damaces that tha Cenwt ma:r award, Se-
cendly, the Sritis) v o e lavers can ecasil
differert scales of daraves 'n 414: disrvie, On the eone hand fhey can
calculate the future profits and the valuas ¢© 400 = eta o the
Cervany taker over b the Cevesrpert of ipee. Op tle crther toard they
can rieasure the mitizating fictors ) Tirally care to oa fiovre for

danages which seems to be reaserable, ecquitable and ateve all in the

- - - 3 3 Lo e . .
fori: of dellars and cents WOne shoniid Vear in nind Liat lraniars are

. .
Tanee L L ven

afraid of abstract terrs, By Liis ster the desired

te Dr. Yessadeph. Thirdly, a leoar shculd be advanced te iran tc start

the cperaticn of c¢il industry, and centracts for the sale of 0il in
v

large quantities re ccnelided, Lastly, a treaty should te concluded

-

between Iran and fncland te take the wicle Jisiule te the Internatiensd
- Ceurt cf Justice, previded the s awarded wonld net exceed Lhe sun
agreed upon hefcrchard,
It is imperative te bLirir- Dr, Lossadesh o realize thal te
Ceurt would not awerd an astrono: feal fiure fcr',Ne Mutvre croliis
ard that his le~nl ndviseirs sre ot Lfaniliar wiiﬁ‘lnr. it 1o adso Just
as imperative tc brir: the Friticl oo e ond 1o osee 1o sotly celitics
cf the Victerian ers in rid=twertetl contir, with fussiz i@ at tre
north of Iran,is dangercus, tc sa; tle least.
wihether the American Tgvoirs ot is able t0 ns-endt 145 Ioalershiy

and use its skill rencins to 'e cecn, bFot it g the convictiion of the

present writer that in any event it is te the test inleres! of Iran to

o

subrit tc the jurisdiction ¢f the Ccurt. Tt nust de S0, hewever, in a

learred way., Tran mms? enpler twe of 400 pect able lecsal advocs Les now
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in the professicn. One English speaking, preferably'kmerican, a man
like Justice Jackson of the Supreme Court of the United States, or lkke
J. W. Davis. Then one other advocate who has been trained in the
civil law tradition, preferably French or Telglan, like the person
enpleyed to defend Iran when the Internaticnal Court of Justice was
considering its jurisdiction of thevcase. Besides these twe advocates,
Iran must empley a great numter of lawyers and authorities in the fields
of contract law, public law and internaticnal law, who have had training
in both civil law and ccrmon law tradition, These men should prepare
materials that the advocstes would present tc the Court. Iran has a
gocd case,and must pay good fees and inpress the Court by an array of
authorities unprecedented fgfﬁistory.~‘ 5qf‘”mu -

In the face ¢f authority and géod legal argunient the Inter-

national Court ¢f Juslice cannot help but reach a favorable verdict.

Aboltashar Farmanfarma
The Law Schiocl
Colunbia University
New York, June 1853
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